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FORMAT  III 
ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 
PROJECT  IDENTIFICATION/CONDITIONS/FINDING 


A.    City/County         ^^N  FRANCISCO 


Certifying  Officer     William  Witte  -  Mayors 's  Office  of  Housing  

Project  Name    88.206EF  -  1738-48  Mission  Street  Housing  Site  Acquisition 

Project  Location(s)  (major  streets,  other  identification)   

1738-48  Mission  Street  between  Duboce  and  14th  Streets 


B.    Lead  Agency      City  &  County  of  San  Francisco  (Mayor's  Office  of  Housing) 
100  Larkin  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Address 


Project  Representative   Joe  LaTorre 


T  1  ^  M  K  (415)  558-2881 
Telephone  Number   ^  


C.  Project  Approval  conditions  (List  all  mitigation  measures  necessary  to 
alleviate  adverse  environmental  impacts.  Mitigation  measures  included 
here  should  be  included  in  the  project  contract  as  requirements.) 


None 


D.  Finding:  The  project  will  have  a  significant  effect  on  the  human 

environment    X        (if  "yes"  an  EIS  is  required.) 

yes  no 

E.  This  assessment  prepared  by      Andrea  L.  Mackenzie  

Title.  Agency  and  Date     Federal  Environmental  Review  Coordinator, 

San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning. 
May  16,  1988 
S.F.  PUBLIC  LIBBi'^rAV 

3  1223  03729  2639 


ENVIRONMENTAL 


ASSESSMENT 


PROJECT  DATA:        88.206EF  -  1738-48  Mission  Street 
Housing  Site  Acquisition. 


mds: 

1  at  1738-48  Mission  Street  between  Duboce  and  14th 
)n  area  of  San  Francisco.    The  site  is  comprised  of 
iguous  lots  (Assessor's  Block  3532  /  Lots  6,7).  The 
:ommercial ) ,  50-foot  Height  District.    While  the 
)minantly  C-M,  an  RM-1  (Residential,  Mixed  Low 
:he  site  to  the  east.    Surrounding  land  uses  are 
ial  and  mixed  commercial/residential.    The  immediate 
)f  three  and  four-story  multi-unit  residential 
Iding  containing  an  air  conditioning/refrigeration 

a  three-story  building  with  two  floors  of 
•floor  pet  shop  and  antique  store;  a  one-story  auto 
?-story  Construction  Center;  and  a  gasoline  service 


lulti-year  activities  by  year) 

;  acquisition  of  two  2,500  square-foot  contiguous 
existing  housing.    The  project  is  made  up  of  two 
ling  contains  six  apartments  on  three  stories.  The 
•  of  the  lot  contains  four  apartments  on  three 
I  of  ten  units  or  twenty-four  bedrooms  existing 
on-sTce.    uommumty  ueveiopment  Block  Grant  (CDBG)  Housing  Site  Acquisition 
funds  would  be  used  by  ASIAN,  Inc.,  a  non-profit  housing  corporation,  to 
purchase  the  property.    Additional  CDBG  funds  would  be  expended  in  the  future 
for  rehabilitation  of  the  residential  units. 

The  property  does  not  meet  the  criteria  for  listing  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places. 

Estimated  total  cost  of  the  site  acquisition  is  $305,000  of  Community 
Development  Block  Grant  Funds  (including  soft  costs). 

PROJECT  AREA  MAPS  AND  PLANS: 
See  attachments. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 


ASSESSMENT 


PROJECT  DATA:        88.206EF  -  1738-48  Mission  Street 
Housing  Site  Acquisition. 


Existing  Conditions  and  Trends: 

The  project  site  is  located  at  1738-48  Mission  Street  between  Duboce  and  14th 
Streets  in  the  Inner  Mission  area  of  San  Francisco.    The  site  is  comprised  of 
two  2,500  square-foot  contiguous  lots  (Assessor's  Block  3532  /  Lots  6,7).  The 
site  lies  in  a  C-M  (Heavy  Commercial),  50-foot  Height  District.    While  the 
project  area  is  zoned  predominantly  C-M,  an  RM-1  (Residential,  Mixed  Low 
Density)  District  borders  the  site  to  the  east.    Surrounding  land  uses  are 
heavy  commercial,  residential  and  mixed  commercial/residential.    The  immediate 
neighborhood  is  comprised  of  three  and  four-story  multi-unit  residential 
buildings;  a  one-story  building  containing  an  air  conditioning/refrigeration 
business  and  meat  factory  ;  a  three-story  building  with  two  floors  of 
residential  above  a  ground-floor  pet  shop  and  antique  store;  a  one-story  auto 
repair/body  shop;  the  three-story  Construction  Center;  and  a  gasoline  service 
station. 

Project  Description  (List  multi-year  activities  by  year) 

The  proposed  project  is  the  acquisition  of  two  2,500  square-foot  contiguous 
lots  for  rehabilitation  of  existing  housing.    The  project  is  made  up  of  two 
buildings.    The  front  building  contains  six  apartments  on  three  stories.  The 
second  building  in  the  rear  of  the  lot  contains  four  apartments  on  three 
stories.    There  are  a  total  of  ten  units  or  twenty-four  bedrooms  existing 
on-site.    Community  Development  Block  Grant  (CDBG)  Housing  Site  Acquisition 
funds  would  be  used  by  ASIAN,  Inc.,  a  non-profit  housing  corporation,  to 
purchase  the  property.    Additional  CDBG  funds  would  be  expended  in  the  future 
for  rehabilitation  of  the  residential  units. 

The  property  does  not  meet  the  criteria  for  listing  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places. 

Estimated  total  cost  of  the  site  acquisition  is  $305,000  of  Community 
Development  Block  Grant  Funds  (including  soft  costs). 

PROJECT  AREA  MAPS  AND  PLANS: 
See  attachments. 
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WORKING     AREA     LAND     USE  STUDY 


DIVISION 


WORKING    AREA   X    -    PLANNING    AREA  3 


88.206EF  -  1738-1748  Mission  Street 

Assessor's  Block  3532  /  6,7 


SAN        FRANCISCO        DEPARTMENT        OF         CITY  PLANNING 


Checklist  of 

,oH«.T  IT.       STATUTORY  CHECKLIST' 

""^"^^  — ^«  Executive  Orders, 

Regulations 


Factors : 

Statutes,  Executive  Orders, 
and  Regulations 
(24  CFR  56.5) 

A 

Supporting  Documentation  (s/d) 

Historic  Preservation 

X 

s/d  #2a  -  see  attached  Historic  Preservation  flparanrp 

Floodplain  Management 

X 

s/d  #6  -        attached  memo  regarding  FEMA  Flood 
Insuranrp  Prnqram 

Wetlands  Protection 

X 

s/d  #la  -  project  site  not  in  wetland  area 

Coastal  Zone 

X 

s/d#lb  -  project  site  not  in  coastal  zone 

Sole  Source  Aauifers  and 
Safe  Drinkina  Water 

X 

s/d  #2b  -  project  does  not  involve  grading  or 
activities  that  could  affect  sole  source  aquifers. 

Endangered  Species 

X 

s/d  #lc  -project  site  is  an  urbanized  location. 

Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers 

X 

s/d  #6  -  project  site  is  an  urbanized  location 

Air  Quality 

X 

project  emissions  would  not  exceed  thi-esnoia 
s/d  #le  -established  by  B.A.A.Q.M.D. 

Farmland  Protection 

X 

s/d  #6  -  project  is  in  an  urbanized  location 

Noise  Abatement  and 
Control   (24  CFR  5lB) 

X 

s/d  #ld  -  The  exterior  noise  levels  at  the  site 
would  not  exceed  -65  decibels  (dB).  See  attached 
Worksheet  C. 

Explosive  and  Flammable 
Operations   (24  CFR  51C) 

X 

s/d  #3a  -  There  are  no  explosive/ flammable  operations 
on  or  near  the  project  site. 

Toxic  Chemicals/Radio  > 
active  Materials  (HUD 
Notice  79-33) 

X 

s/d  #3a,4a  -  project  site  and  su-rounding  area  do  not 
lie  in  any  site  identified  by  EPA  or  the  City/ County 
of  San  Francisco,  as  a  hazard  or  health  risk. 

Airport  Clear  Zones  and 
Accident  Potential  Zones 
(24  CFR  51D) 

X 

s/d  #6  -  project  doe  not  lie  in  an  Airport  Clear 
Zone  or  Accident  Potential  Zone. 

*  See  instructions,  following  pages. 


INSTRUCTIONS 


Kor  each  statute.  Executive  Order,  or  requlation  listed  below  (referred  to  collectively  as  the  "statutes"  for  ease 
of  reference)  ,   an  initial  determination  »ust  be  made  to  ascertain  if  the  project  will  result  in  a  violation  of  the  sta- 
tj-.p  or  require  a  special  penrit  or  license.     Part  "A"  (below)  applies  when  no  violation  will  result  and  no  permit  or 
]  cense  is  required;   if  applicable,  check  the  appropriate  space  in  column  A  on  the  front  of  this  Worksheet.     Part  "B" 
applies  when  the  project  will  result  in  a  violation  of  the  statute  or  require  a  special  permit  or  license;  it  identifies 
what  additional  steps  or  procedures  must  be  completed  prior  to  submitting  a  Request  for  Release  of  Funds  (RROF)   to  HUD 

to  the  State.    Evidence  of  completion  of  the  required  steps  or  procedures  must  be  kept  in  the  project  ERR. 

Recipients  must  determine  whether  "A"  or  "B"  applies  (they  are  mutually  exclusive)  for  each  statute.  Use  the  front 
<.f  ..iS  Worksheet  to  record  your  determination  by  checking  column  A  where  applicable,  and  note  supporting  documenta- 
t      .  in  the  space  provided. 


Historic  Properties  (Includes  archeology) ;  A)   1:  The  recipient  and  the  SHPO  agree  that  there  are  no  National  Register 
(NR)  or  eligible  properties  within  the  Area  of  Potential  Effect  (APE)   that  may  be  affected  by  the  project.     OR  2:  Re- 
cipient and  the  SHPO  agree  that  the  project  will  have  No  Effect  on  NR  or  eligible  properties  within  the  APE.  These 
determinations  are  made  in  consultation  with  the  SHPO. 

Notes:   1.  For    housing  rehabilitation  projects  under  58. 35 (a)  (4)  (i) ,  do  not  use  this  Statutory  Worksheet;  prepare 
the  Environmental  Rehabilitation  Review  Sheet  (ERRS) . 

2.  For  Rental  Rehabilitation  projects  and  for  Housing  Development  Grants  (HDGs) ,  comply  with  Historic  pre- 
servation   requirements  per  58.17. 

3.  For  Urban  Development  Action  Grants  (UDAGs) ,  comply  with  Historic  preservation  requirements  per  36  CFB  801. 
B)   Initiate-  and  complete  procedures  under  36  CFR  800.4  et  seq . 

Floodplajf'  Management:  A)  The  project  is  not  within  the  100  year  (zones  A  or  V)   flood  hazard  identified  by  FEMA  maps. 
If  these  maps  have  not  been  published,  the  same  finding  is  necessary  and  is  to  be  based  on  data  from  the  City/County 
Engineer  or  local  Flood  Control  Agency.     If  the  project  involves  a  critical  action  (e.g.  a  fire  station,  a  hospital, 
elderly  housing  project,  etc.),  the  500  year   (zone  B)   flood  hazard  applies. 

B)   Initiate  and  complete  the  Water  Resources  Council  8-step  procedure.     (Projects  may  be  approved  if  there  is  no  prac- 
ticable alternative  outside  the  flood  area.) 

Wetlands  Protection:  A)  The  project  is  not  within,  nor  will  it  affect  a  wetland.     This  finding  is  based  on  review  of 
the  City /County  General  Plan  or  other  document,  or  by  field  observation. 

B)   Initiate  and  complete  the  Water  Resources  Counci  8-step  procedure.     (Projects    may  be  approved  if  there  is  no  prac- 
ticable alternative  outside  the  wetland  area.) 

Coastal  Zone  Management:  A)  The  project  is  not  within,  nor  will  it  affect  the  Coastal  Zone  (BCDC  jurisdiction  over  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  is  within  the  CZ) ,     or,  if  within  the  CZ ,  a  determination  of  consistency  has  been  made. 
B)  Secure  required  permit  from  CZ  Commission  or  other  jurisdictional  authority. 

Sole  Source  Aquifers  and  Safe  Drinking  Water:  A)  The  source  of  water  for  this  comnunity  is  1)  not  an  EPA-desiqnated 
sole  aquifer  and  the  County  Health  dept.    (or  other  jurisdictional  authority)  has  determined  that  it  meets  state  drin- 
king standards;  OR  2)  an  EPA-desiqnated  sole  aquifer  and  EPA  has  detemtined  that  thi^  project  will  not  contaminate  it. 
B)  Consult,  as  appropriate,  the  County  Health  dept.  or  other  jurisdictional  authority,  or  the  EPA  for  resolution 
assistance. 

Endangered  Species:  A)  The  project  will  not  affect  any  endangered  species  of  plants  or  animals,  nor  any  critical 
habitat.  This  finding  is  based  on  a  check  with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  or  of  "At  the  Crossroads"  (Calif,  only, 
published  by  the  Calif.  Resources  Aqencv) •  or  with  a  biologist  at  a  local  college  or  high  school. 
B)   Initiate  and  complete  consultation  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (FWS) . 

Wild  ai,^  Scenic  Rivers:     A)  The  project  will  not  have  a  direct  and  adverse  effect  on  a  river  which  is  a  component  of 
the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  system  or  is  under  consideration  for  inclusion  in  the  system.     Tfiis  findinq  is 
based  on  information  from  the  City/County  Planning  Director. 

B)  Consult  the  Department  of  Interior  (DDI)  Park  Service  for  resolution  assistance. 


(Continued  on  p.  7) 


-   6  - 


Air  Qua 1 1 1 V :     A)   1:  The  project  is  within  an  attainment  area.     OR  2:  The  project  is  within  a  non-attainment  area  for 
wnich  the  EPA  has  approved  the  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP) ,  and  the  certifying  officer   (or  deu)gnaLed  representa- 
tive)  finds  that  the  project  conplies  with  the  SIP. 

Bi  Consider  non-compliance  issues  in  the  project  decision.       If  issues  are  transportation  related,  priority  must  be 
given  to  implementing  those  portions  of  the  SIP  to  achieve  and  maintain  national  primary  air  quality  standards. 

Farmland  Protection:  A)   1:  Project  site  does  not  include  prime  or  unique  farmland,  or  other  farmland  of  statewide  or 
local  importance  as  identified  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Sfirvice  (SCS) .    OR  2:  Project  site  includes  prime  farmland, 
but  is  located  in  an  area  comitted  to  urban  uses. 

B)  Request  evaluation  of  land  type  from  SCS  using  Form  *n  1006,  and  consider  rating  in  the  project  decision. 
HUD  ENVIRC-NMENTAL  STANDARDS 

Noise  AbaLement  and  Control:  A)    1:  The  noise  level  is  65  LDN   (or  CNEL)   or  less;     OR  2:  The  noise  level  is  more  than 
65  and  the  project  is  not  a  land  development  involving  noise  sensitive  uses.     This  finding  is  based  on  the  HUD  Noise 
Assessment  Guidelines  (NAG)  or  other  acoustical  data. 

B)  Consider  noise  in  project  decision,  and  address  deviations  from  the  standards  in  the  Environmental  Assessment. 

hazardous  vOperations  Explosive  or  Flammable  in  Nature;     A)  The  project  is  not  in  the  vicinity  of  any  hazardous  oper- 
ations involving  explosive  or  flammable  fuels  or  chemicals  which  exceed  the  following  standards;     Explosion,  0.5  psi 
overpressure;  Fire  to  buildings,  10,000  BTU/ft^hr;     Fire  to  people  in  unprotected  area   (i.e.  outdoors),  450  BTU/ft^hr. 
This  determination  is  based  on  field  investigation  and/or  information  from  the  Public  Safety  Officer,  the  Fire  Chief, 
or  the  Planning  Director. 

B)  Establish  Acceptable  Separation  Distance  (ASD)  or  other  mitigation  measures. 

Toxic  Chi'micjls  and  Radioactive  Materials:     A)  The  project  is  not  exposed  to  toxic  chemicals  or  radioactive  materials. 
This  determination  is  based  on  field  investigation    and  information  from  the  Public  Safety  Officer,     the  Fire  Chief, 
or  the  Planning  Director. 

B)  Gather  all  pertinent  information  re  the  materials  —  type,  amount,  wind  direction,  relationship  to  waterways  and 
drainage,  distance  from  the  project  site  etc.     Then  determine  if  serious  health  hazard  exists.     If  yes,  contact  appro- 
priate agency  (see  list  of  addressees/contact  persons)   for  resolution  assistance.     Note :  Block  Grant  funds  should  not 
be  used  on  activities  supporting  new  development  for  habitation  when  affected  by  toxic  chemicals  or  radioactive  materials. 

Airport  Clear  Zones,  and  Accident  Potential  Zones  (APZs) :  A)  The  project  is  not  within  a  designated  civilian  airport 
r......way  Clear  Zone  (RCZ)  ,  or  within  a  military  airfield  Clear  Zone  (CZ)  or  APZ.     This  finding  is  based  on  infonnation 

from  the  airport  which  identifies  the  boundaries  of  such  zones. 

B)   1:  Within  a  RCZ  or  CZ  —  secure  written  assurance  from  the  certifying  officer  and  the  airport  operator  that  the 
project  site  is  acceptable  and  there  are  no  airport  plans  to  purchase  the  project  site;  or  a  signed  statement  by  the 
land  purchaser  that  he  is  aware  that  the  property  may  be  acquired  by  the  airport  at  a  later  date.     OR  2:  Within  an  APZ 
--  secure  written  approval  of  the  project  site  by  the  certifying  officer.     Note :  Subject  to  B)   1  and  2  above,  it  is 
HUD  policy  not  to  provide  any  assistance,  subsidy  or  insurance  in  RCZs  or  CZs;  and  to  discourage  the  provision  of 
assistance,  subsidy  or  insurance  in  APZs. 


FEDERAL  REVIEW 


SOURCE  DQCUMENTATLDN 


1.  SECONDARY  DATA  SOURCES  (PRINTED  MATERIALS) 

(a)  National  Wetlands  Inventory  Maps  -  San  Francisco  Bay  (1986). 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  On  file  in  the  Office  of 
Environmental  Review,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94102. 

(b)  Coastal  Zone  Permit  Review  Procedures:    Amendments  to  Article  3, 
San  Francisco  City  Planning  Code;  Zoning  Map  of  the  City/County  of 
San  Francisco,  Section  Maps  CZ4,  CZ5,  CZ/3.  On  file  at  the  Department 
of  City  Planning,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

(c)  List  of  Designated  Endangered  or  Rare  Plants  -  Region  3. 
Map  of  endangered  and  threatened  plant  ^and  animal  locations. 
State  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.    On  file  in  the  Office  of 
Environmental  Review,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94102. 

(d)  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Master  Plan,  Environmental 
Protection  Element  (pg.  12-19).  HUD  Noise  Assessment  Guidelines 
(1983).    See  attached  Worksheet  C. 

(e)  Threshold  Levels  for  Project  Submission  and  Review.  Air  Quality 
and  Urban  Development.  Guidelines  For  Assessing  Impacts 

of  Projects  and  Plans.  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District. 
November  1985. 

2.  PERSONAL  CONTACT 

(a)  Jonathan  Malone,  Secretary  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  on  project  by  project  basis. 
Date  contacted:,  4/11/88 

(b)  Steve  Leonard,  Manager  of  Water  Quality.  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  (Millbrae  Division).  Phone:  697-4424. 

(c)  David  Howekamp,  Director  -  Air  Management  Division  of  the  Envircnrr.cntal 
Protection  Agency. 

3.  FIELD  OBSERVATION 

(a)  Andrea  Mackenzie,  Federal  Environmental  Review  Coordinator.  5/12/88 

4.  REVIEWER'S  EXPERIENCE 

(a)  Andrea  Mackenzie,  Federal  Environmental  Review  Coordinator. 

5.  SPECIAL  STUDY 


6.    FACTOR  NOT  APPLICABLE  TO  PROJECT  OR  PROJECT  SITE 
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Source  documentation 


(Additional  Materials  nay  be  attached 


Impact  Cale^oriei 


Conformance  With 
Compr«Ncnfti«« 
PUnt  and  ZDnlJ^ 

X 

City  &  County  of  San  Francisco 

Master  Plan. 

Cofnp«ilbUif>  and 
Urban  Impact 

X 

Field  Observation '5/2/88 

Hope 

X 

Field  Observation^a/88.  Project 
site  is  level . 

lf«aK>n 

X 

City  &  County  of  San  Francisco 

Master  Plan  -  Community  Safety  Element 

Site  not  prone  to  erosion/instability. 

loO  iuMabUtn. 

X 

Same  as  above 

MaiartUand 
MMliitty 

X 

Field  0bservation'5//2/  88.  There  are 
no  hazards  to  site  safety  in  the  area. 

X 

Project  would  increase  energy 
consumption,  but  not  in  excess  of 
amounts  provided  for  in  this  area. 

Note:    For  instructions,  consult  HUD-CPD-782,  Environnental 
Review  Guide  for  Conwunity  Development  Block  Grant 

Programs 


-  B  - 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  CHECKLIST 


(Page  2  of  5) 


Impsct  Calegorles 


Sourcg  docuaentation 
tional  Materials  aay  be  attache< 


CfrcuoTAmbicntAtr 
QuaUiy  en  Preset  and 
ContJ^bon  10  Com- 


See  s/d  lie.  Emissions  would  be  less  thar 
thresholds  established  by  the  Bay  Area  Ai 
Quality  Management  District. 


BavtronmentA)  DeMgn 


Vbii4}  QuAllty— 
Cohcfvnct  D^vrtHy. 
CeRipAtlblellM.and 
leaJc 

X 

Field  Observation 5" //^88.  No  change  to 
building  envelope  or  facade. 

SociocconoBitc 

Charmcicr  Chai^n 

X 

Field  Observation 5" //2/88;  New  project 
would  not  constitute  change  in  land  use 

from  ureviiius  usei.   L 

DupUcenwrn 

X 

Building  is  presently  occupied.  No 
di sDlacement  of  tenants  would  occur. 

1 

X 

s/d  #6  y 

•  1 

kdueadofMlPfl 


S/d  #6 


s/d  #6 


s/d  #6 


s/d  #6 
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FMVIPONIMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  CHECKLIST 


(Page  3  of  5) 


/T/i/7Tr 

/  /  ///  /  ff  / 

/m/// 

ff  JSt^ff  /r          /               fi««rce  documentation 

.     //  //  fff/i  ft  if  /  (Additionil  Matertali  Bay  be  ettached) 
ImpacfCaie^oriesyf^        ff(f/f  /w  fw  / 

Cemaiunin  pMQitiet  entf  itntees  iCMMlmietf ) 

lotidH'Mtc 

X 

s/d  #3a,4a  .  Project  would  increase 
demand  for  public  services  and  utilities 
k..4-        in  Avroc^  nf  amount  expected  in  j  i 

H  MIC  H  Atcr 

X 

Same  as  above 

iiormH  Mer 

X 

Same  as  above 

X 

Same  as  above 

riAlKteivo  Mice 

X 

Same  as  above 

X 

Same  as  above 

X 

s/d  #6 

0pm        Open  ffeec 
apmwid 

X 

s/d  #6 

X 

s/d  #6 

X 

s/d  #6 

X 

See  attached  Worksheet  C  for  ADT  count. 
Project  is  near  public  transportation. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  CHECKLIST 


(Page  4  of  5) 


Impact  Caie^ories 


Source  docuaentatioti 
(Additional  Materials  aay  be  attache< 


ItotunJ  Faafum 

X 

s/d  #6 

UitUet  H«tcr 

X 

s/d  #6 

Unique  Katural 
NAtumand 
Aytcul&ml  t^ndft 

X 

s/d  #6 

WHdWr 

X 

s/d  #6 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT  CHECKLIST 


(Page  5  of  5) 


ALTERNATIVES 

1.  No  funding  of  this  project  at  this  location    —  Describe  how  and  why  this  alternative 
would  not  avoid  the  impacts  identified  in  this  assessment: 

Not  applicable.  No  impacts  identified. 


2.  No  project  at  any  location    —    Describe  how  this  "No  project"  alternative  may  not 
be  appropriate  due  to  the  need  of  this  project: 

The  project  would  rehabilitate  existing  low  and  moderate-income  housing  units. 


3.  Other  sites,  modification  of  project  design,  alternate  uses  etc.  —    Discuss  merits 
and  disadvantages  of  each: 

The  proposed  project  is  consistent  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's 
Standards. 


LIST  OF  SOURCE  DOCUMENTATION  or  REFERENCES 

1.  (See  Source  Documentation  List)  

2.   

3.   

4.   

5.   

6.  

7. 
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'  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

rJ^!S^f  Department  of  City  Planning 


450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ADMINISTRATION 

l«l&l  &58   &U1  '  SSe  -4656 


PLANS  AND  mOCRAMS 


CiTv  Planning  commission 

I4  1&I  E>5e-46S6 


NOTICE  OF 
HISTORIC  PRESERVATION 


CLEARANCE 


IMPLEMENTATION  /  ZONING 
M1SI5S8-305& 


DATE:  April  12,  1988 
^]oe'LaTorre 

Mayor's  Office  of  Housing 
100  Larkin  Street 
S.F.,  CA  94102 


Dear  Joe: 

Pursuant  to  Section  106  of  tne  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,-  as  amended 
and  implemented  through  36  CFR  800»  the  following  project  has  received 
Historic  Preservation  Clearance: 

PROGRAM:   HOUSING  SITE  ACQUISITION    YEAR:  1988 

PROJECT  NAME:    1738-1748  Mission  Street 

PROJECT  ADDRESS:     1738-1748  Mission  Street 

ASSESSOR'S  BLOCK{S)/LOT(S):     3532  /  6,7 

ELIGIBLE  FOR  NATIONAL  REGISTER  (YES  OR  NO):  NO 

MEETS  SECRETARY  OF  INTERIOR'S  STANDARDS  (YES*  NO  OR  N/A):  N/A 

COMMENTS:    jhis  project  has  received  Historic  Preservation  Clearance  only. 
It  will  still  require  preparation  of  a  "ormat  III  Environmental  Assessment. 


If  you  have  any  questions,  please  fsel  free  tc  call  Ar.area  L.  ^lacstsnzie  at 
(415)  558-5261.  -  ^ 

Sincerely, 


BARBARA  W.  SAHM 
Environmental  Review  Officer 


BWS:ALM:eh 


cc: 


Chris  Haw 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  City  Planning 


450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


ADMIMST  =  ATION 
(415)  iSe  5M1  .  ;53-4'i5« 

CITY  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

PLANS  4'0  PPCGPA'^S 
(4:5,  tid  *'*\ 

IMPL£ME'.'ATlCN  ,  ZONING 
(415,  5io  2C55 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

Re:        National  Flood  Insurance  Program 


The  Federal  Emergency  WBrragemEnt  Agencjris  respcmslble 
for  administering  the  National  Flood- Insurance  PrDgran. 

"  That  egencyn'nforins  us  that  they  have  not-identified 
any  flood  hazard  areas  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
.  and  that  the  City  is  not  participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Progrsn, 

For  further  information  contact  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  at  (415)  556-9840. 


Culy  24,  1985 


Yours  truly 


-      Paul  L.  Ho  setter 
.  :_"Infi)niiati on  Officer 


PR:vr 
67593 


Noise  Assessment  Guidelines 

WORKSHEErr  C  -  Roadway  Noise  -  Page  1 


List  all  major  roads  within  1000  ft  of  the  site: 
3 .     tTueo^fe  STtg-&gT  


2.      IM"^^  s-TP.g=<^T 


3^  vJoop^Ata-P*  ^TP^ee^T 
^.      t^Rxfe  5^  peer  


Necessary  Infonnatlon  Road  #1 

1.  Distance  in  feet  fJom  the  NAL  to 
the  edge  of  the  road 

a.  nearest  lane 

b.  farthest  lane  5o  ' 

c.  average  (effective  distance)  g>o 

2.  Distance  to  stop  sign  loo' 

3.  Bead  gradlen::  in  percent   

k .    Average  speed  in  np^. 

a.  autoncblles  ^7 

b .  .  heavy  trucks  -  uphill   

c.  heavy  trucl-is  -  downhill   

5.  2k  hour  average  nuirfcer  of  automo- 
biles and  mediun  trucks  in  both 

•  .directions  (ATTT) 

a.  autoincblles   

.'  b.    mediuT;  trucks   

.  c.    effective  ALT  (a  +  (10  x  b))       11  >  UOO 

6.  24  hour  average  nunfcer  of  heavy 
trucks 

a.  uphill   

b.  downhill   

'  c.  total   

7.  Fraction  of  ni^ttlme  traffic 

•  .(10:00  p.m.  to  7:00  a.m.)  .  15 

8.  Ti^fic   projected  for  what 

year?   
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